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REMARKS 

This paper is presented in response to the Office Action. By this paper, claim 1 is amended. 
Claims 19-29 were canceled in a previous paper. Claims 1-18 and 30-34 are now pending. 

Reconsideration of the application is respectfully requested in view of the aforementioned 
amendment and the following remarks. For the Examiner's convenience and reference, Applicant's 
remarks are presented in the order in which the corresponding issues were raised in the Office Action. 

I. General Considerations 

Applicant notes that the amendment and remarks, or a lack of remarks, set forth herein are not 
intended to constitute, and should not be construed as, an acquiescence, on the part of the Applicant: as to 
the purported teachings or prior art status of the cited references; as to the characterization of the cited 
references advanced by the Examiner; or as to any other assertions, allegations or characterizations made 
by the Examiner at any time in this case. Applicant reserves the right to challenge the purported teaching 
and prior art status of the cited references at any appropriate time. 

II. Objection to Claim 1 

The Examiner has objected to claim 1 because the term "said optical fiber" lacks antecedent 
basis. In light of the amendment herein to claim 1, Applicant respectfully submits that this objection has 
been overcome and should be withdrawn. 

III. Rejections Under 35 U.S.C. § 103 

The Examiner has rejected claims 1-18 and 30-34 under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over U.S. Patent Application Publication No. 2004/0252952 Al to Ayliffe et al. ("Ayliffe"). The Examiner 
has also rejected claims 4 and 13 under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being unpatentable over Ayliffe and U.S. 
Patent Application Publication No. 2004/0101258 Al to Aronson et al. ("Aronson"). Applicant 
respectfully disagrees but submits that in light of the discussion below, the rejection has been rendered 
moot and should be withdrawn. 

Particularly, Applicant has submitted herewith, as 'Appendix A,' a declaration under 37 C.F.R. § 
1.131 to demonstrate reduction to practice of the claimed invention prior to the effective dates assigned 
by the Examiner to the cited references, i.e., Ayliffe and Aronson (the "Declaration"). As to such effective 
dates, the Examiner has stated that the effective date of Ayliffe is December 5, 2002, and the effective date 
of Aronson is November 26, 2002. Office Action, pages 3 and 5. Thus, the earliest effective date 
identified by the Examiner is November 26, 2002. On the other hand, the Declaration states that "...we 
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conceived and reduced the Invention to practice in the United States prior to November 26, 2002..." 
Declaration at 1 . 

Attached to the Declaration as evidence of prior conception and reduction to practice of the 
claimed invention is an invention record disclosing the claimed invention and signed by each of the 
named inventors on or before May 13, 2002. 

In connection with the foregoing, Applicant notes that, as indicated in 'Appendix B' hereto, 
Ayliffe was abandoned on April 14, 2006. Therefore, the exception set forth at 37 C.F.R. § 1 .13 1(a)(1) is 
not applicable to Ayliffe since Ayliffe is no longer "pending" before the United States Patent and 
Trademark Office. With further reference to the aforementioned exception, Applicant hereby makes no 
assessment or judgment as to whether the invention claimed in Ayliffe may or may not be the same as that 
claimed in the present application. 

In view of the foregoing, Applicant respectfully submits that Ayliffe and Aronson are not prior art 
as to the claimed invention, and the rejection of claims 1-18 and 30-34 under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) based 
upon those references should accordingly be withdrawn. 
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CONCLUSION 



In view of the amendments and remarks submitted herein, Applicant respectfully submits that 
each of the pending claims 1-18 and 30-34 is in condition for allowance. Therefore, reconsideration of 
the rejections is requested and allowance of those claims is respectfully solicited. In the event that the 
Examiner finds any remaining impediment to a prompt allowance of this application that could be 
clarified in a telephonic interview, the Examiner is respectfully requested to initiate the same with the 
undersigned attorney. 



Dated this , 




day of December, 2006. 



Respectfully submitted, 
/Peter F. Malen. Jr ./ 



Peter F. Malen Jr. 



Attorney for Applicants 
Registration No. 45,576 
Customer No. 022913 



Telephone: (801) 533-9800 



W:\15436\441.6\ML0000004299V001.doc 
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DECLARATION UNDER 37 C.F.R. § 1.131 
The undersigned hereby declare as follows: 

1. We, Raymond W. Blasingame, Bo Su Chen, James K. Guenter, James C. Lee, 
Bernard Q. Li, and James D. Orenstein are the co-inventors of the invention disclosed and 
claimed in United States Patent Application No. 10/620,512 ("the Invention"). 

2. Attached hereto as 'Exhibit A' is a copy of an invention record which includes a 
description of one or more embodiments of the Invention (the "Invention Record"). 

3. The Invention Record was signed and dated by each of us on or before May 13, 

2002. 

4. As indicated in the Invention Record, we conceived and reduced the Invention to 
practice in the United States prior to November 26, 2002. 



ApplicofionNo. 10/620,512 
Docket NO, 15436.441.6 
Declaration Under 37 C.F.R, §1.131 

5. We were each personally involved with the conception and reduction to practice 
of the Invention. 

6. The conception and reduction to practice of the Invention both took place during 
our employment at Honeywell International Incorporated. 

7. We declare further that all statements made herein of our own knowledge are true 
and that all statements made on information and belief are believed to be true; and further that 
these statements were made with the knowledge that willful, false statements and the like so 
made are punishable by fine or imprisonment, or both, under Section 1001 of Title 18 of the 
United States Code, and that such willful, false statements may jeopardize the validity of the 
application or any patent issuing thereon. 



DATED this \S day of T>C P£rt\&g , 2006. 

Respectfully submitted, 
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B6 Su Cheo 



Page 3 of 8 



Application No, 10/(520,512 
Pocket No. 15430.441 .6 

1 nUnd«37C.F.R..5l.l31 



DATED this JL^ day of \)rro,u,\>,<r , 2006. 

Respectfully submitted, 
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Respectfully submitted, 
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DATED this /3 day of Qt-C , 2006. 

Respectfully submitted, 



J^des D. Orenstein 
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